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The specification has been amended for clarity. The drawing has been amended to 
include reference numerals 16 and 17. Reference numeral 16 is mentioned and described in the 
specification at page 9, third full paragraph. Reference numeral 17 is added to the drawing and 
specification based on the description in the first full paragraph of page 10. 

Claims 1, 3 and 13-15 have been amended to obviate (1) the rejection of claim 1 under 35 
U.S.C. §112, paragraph I, (2) the objection to claim 3, and (3) the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, paragraph 2. Claims 2 and 4-6 have been amended for clarity and consistency. 

Applicants traverse the rejection of claims 1-17 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) over Ginter et 
al (U.S.P. 6,253,193). Presumably, the rejection is based on anticipation since it is under 35 
U.S.C §102(e). 

hi rejecting claims 1-17 on Ginter, the Office Action refers to Figs. 1-11 and column 13, 
lines 5-16 and 53 of Gutter, a patent having 314 total pages, including 146 sheets of drawings, 
321 columns of specification and two claims. The Office Action also includes quotations from 
various unidentified portions of Ginter . 

One of the quotations on page 4 of the Office Action, is relied on to disclose a marker for 
identifying the location of a remote policy enforcement server appropriate to requested content 
However, applicants are unable to discern how this quotation discloses such a marker. 
Explanation is requested. The Office Action relies on items 200f, 200c, 200b, 202, 216, 205, 
122, 104, 1 10, 108 and Figs. 1, 2, 4 and 7, as well as a quotation at the top of page 5 to disclose 
transmitting a request on behalf of a client platform for a clear content version of content 
requested by a client platform from a content provider in response to the requirements of the 
remote policy enforcement server being met. Again, the applicants ask that the Examiner 
explain how these relied on portions of Ginter disclose the foregoing. The Office Action also 
relies on Figs. 1-10 of Ginter to disclose markers that are embedded in a data stream and are only 
recognizable and interpretable by a specific means in the proxy service. The Examiner must 
explain how Figs. 1-10 disclose such a feature. 

Without the requested explanations the Office Action does not establish a prima facie 
case of anticipation. 
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Claims 18 and 19 have Wadded to provide appUcants ^itb protection to ^hich 
they arc deemed entitled. 

to view of to foregoing amendmen* <md temak.. dlowa.ee is in ori*. 

eaersion of toe fee* «. Deposit Acco«n« OS-2025 »d please e«* .„.— *■*»•«* 

deposit account. 
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